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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	I believe this article provides valuable insights into the resistance mechanisms of guava against the invasive Rugose spiralling whitefly, identifying specific biophysical and biochemical traits linked to susceptibility and resilience. The research provides key morphological features, such as trichome density and leaf thickness, and biochemical factors, including sugar, phenol, and tannin content, which can guide the selection and breeding of resistant varieties, contributing this way to sustainable pest management strategies, and offering in the same time a scientific basis for integrated approaches that reduce reliance on chemical controls.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, I believe it is, expressing totally the intended purpose of this article.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	I believe it can be more developed, it has only 124 words, I recommend at least 250, up to 300 words, and not so technical should be an abstract. I recommend a short overview of the intended purpose, a few words on Materials and methods, some on Results and discussions and of course a few lines on the Conclusions (which, by the way, it is not included as a chapter in the structure of the research).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	From my point of view, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its structure and methodology, which may be more developed. It follows a standard research format with clear objectives, defined materials and methods, systematic data presentation, and a discussion contextualized with existing literature. The results are
supported by statistical analysis (correlation coefficients, significance levels) and presented in organized tables, but it lacks Conclusions chapter.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I believe References are good and recent, but not sufficient! I believe for such a research 8 references are not enough.
I could recommend to take a look at some research, and also consult their References, here bellow there are a few in APA style:
1. Sukadev, M. S. R. (2024). “BIOLOGY AND MANAGEMENT OF SPIRALLING WHITEFLY
(Aleurodicus dispersus RUSSEL) ON GUAVA (Psidium guajava L.) (Doctoral dissertation, MAHATMA PHULE KRISHI VIDYAPEETH).
2. Mondal, P., Ganguly, M., Bandyopadhyay, P., Karmakar, K., Kar, A., & Ghosh, D. K. (2020). Status of
rugose spiraling whitefly Aleurodicus rugioperculatus Martin (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) in West Bengal with notes on host plants, natural enemies and management. J Pharmacogn Phytochem, 9(1), 2023-2027.
3. Ray, S., & Banerjee, A. (2023). Invasion, population build-up and possible management strategy of
rugose spiraling whitefly (Aleurodicus rugioperculatus Martin) on minor fruit crops as well as on medicinal, aromatic, and ornamental plants in India -current scenario.
4. Bhavani, B., Kishore, V. P., & Bharatha, L. M. (2020). First report of rugose spiraling whitefly,
Aleurodicus rugioperculatus Martin, an invasive pest on sugarcane in Andhra Pradesh, India. Journal of Entomology and Zoology Studies, 8(6), 1993-1999.
Also, References should be arranged in alphabetical order!
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language is correct.
	

	Optional/General comments
	I would accept this research after revision, with a stress on: develop the Abstract, as mentioned above, and adding
also Conclusions chapters, summarizing such an important research with so good Results, resented in a professional manner, with tables and clear outcomes, and also adding at least 10 -15 references to the existing ones.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NA
	



Reviewer details:
Raul Pașcalău, University of Life Sciences “ King Mihai I” , Romania



